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Jules Quicherat, Melanges d'Arch^ologie et d'Histoibe. 
ARCHfioLOGiE Dtr MoYEN Age. M6moires et Fragments r6unis 
par Robert de Lasteyrie. 8vo, pp. xiv-514 with eleven plates and 
figures. Paris, 1886, Picard. 

It sometimes happens that men who have had the merit of developing 
new theories, of founding new critical methods, and of changing the course 
of opinion, never receive the right amount of public appreciation ; and 
that much of the credit due to them falls to the share of those who have 
borrowed and restated these theories and methods at second hand, and in 
a manner, perhaps, more attractive to the public. It was so with Jules 
Quicherat, one of the most industrious and original workers in the field 
of mediaeval archaeology. To him we owe a great part of the impulse 
that has produced so many devotees of the science in France. A crowd 
of young enthusiasts left his lecture-room at the Ecole des Chartes (where 
he gave, during more than thirty years, the only public course on French 
archaeology) to propagate his teachings in their writings. Many of his 
theories were afterward, so to speak, appropriated by other writers, and 
it is only after his death that his importance has been ftiUy realized. 
Several of his former pupils have undertaken to edit his works, and none 
with more devotion and enthusiasm than M. de Lasteyrie, the present 
editor of the Gazette ArcMologique, to whom we owe the editing of that 
part of Quicherat's writings comprised in the present volume. 

The most popoular of Quicherat's works, that which had the broadest 
scope and oifered the widest interest, was his masterly Histoire du Cos- 
tume en France. Most of his literary activity was expended in the pro- 
duction of small memoirs, which, hidden in periodical publications, did 
not bring him much notoriety, though they showed the most admirable 
erudition and acuteness. His life-work was his association with the ficole 
des Chartes, of which he was Director from 1871 to the time of his death 
(1882), and to which he devoted his entire energy. The first paper in 
this volume treats of The Basilica of Fanum built by Vitruvius, in which 
he seeks to solve some of the many difiiculties left unsettled by Vitru- 
vius' text: among these is the sense of testudo applied to the roofing. 
The writer shows that the meaning of vault, which we attach to the term, 
did not come into vogue until post-classic times. In his Restoration of 
the Basilica of St. Martin of Tours, Quicherat brings all his ingeniousness 
to bear on the question of the plan and architectural features of this most 
important of early Frankish churches, though it is doubtfiil that his con- 
clusions can be safely accepted. Other papers of an equally restricted 
character are his essays on the age of the cathedrals of Embrun, 
Grenoble, and Laon; studies on the crypt of Saint Geosmes, on the 
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churches of Saint Gilles, Saint Ouen of Eouen, and kindred subjects. In 
several of these he opposed the theory, much in vogue among a large 
class of French archaeologists, which attributed many of the Romanesque 
edifices, especially of the South of France, to the Carlovingian period : a 
fallacy even now not entirely eradicated, and which was echoed to a 
most pernicious degree by Ferguson in his history of architecture. 

A large part of the volume is occupied by writings on the character- 
istics of mediseval architecture, and here M. Quicherat shows the rarest 
qualities : a strictly scientific mind which grasps the problem in its essen- 
tial qualities ; clear and correct ideas expressed in the most concise and 
telling language ; and, besides, a systematic way of grouping his thoughts 
and facts. In his papers on the ogive and on Romanesque architecture, he 
for the first time presents, among the chaos of previous theories, a clear 
definition of the development of architectural forms ; he proves that the 
vault is to be considered as the moving cause of the architectural progress 
of the XI and xii centuries, a fact that has since been recognized and 
developed by other writers. His evident talent as a teacher, in which 
keenness of idea and clearness of expression are the most important 
characteristics, is brought out by the fragments of his famous Gours 
d' Archtohgie. This favorite series of lectures he intended to publish : 
unfortunately, he only prepared a MS. of a section of it, and that, 
even, was an unfinished sketch. Such as it is, M. de Lasteyrie decided 
to edit it, with a few changes and additions, and it is by far the- most 
important part of the volume. His knowledge of Romanesque archi- 
tecture was probably more varied and thorough than that of any liv- 
ing archaeologist, and this, combined with his talent for systematiza- 
tion, makes of this an admirable treatise. The most original part of 
it was undoubtedly his classification of Romanesque churches. Of pre- 
vious attempts the most successful was the geographical one initiated 
by M. de Caumont and perfected by Viollet le Due, who firmly estab- 
lished it in public estimation. More recently still, Antyme Saint-Paul 
has elaborated it in even greater detail. But Quicherat was not satisfied 
with a system which seemed to him to lack a real and rational basis and 
to be founded, not on well-defined architectural characteristics, but on 
certain family similarities which did not hold good for all the works 
within each territory, failed to account for many specimens that were 
outside of the general families of styles, and did not bear in its nomen- 
clature any relation to the nature of the style itself. To quote his words, 
"It has neither facilitated the study, nor advanced the knowledge of 
Romanesque; it has not enabled archaeologists, in the presence of the 
monuments, to describe them except according to their instincts, still less 
to form a just idea of the Romanesque of difierent localities, in case they 
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have not seen it themselves." In his own classification, his point of 
departure is what he considers emphatically, as shown above, the key- 
note of Romanesque architecture, — the vault ; and it is on the differen- 
tiations of the vault that he founds his classes, orders, species and families. 
The details of this classification, as perfected by Quicherat's long 
experience, are unfortunately among the parts of his Courg that he had 
not written out. What his first notions on the subject were, as they 
appeared in the Bevue Archeologique of 1852, is all we can refer to. They 
are reprinted in this volume as oh. ii of his essay on Romanesque archi- 
tecture. The great advantage of his system of classification is that, while 
it does not exclude the geographical grouping, it provides for outlying 
examples and for exceptions, and immediately characterizes a group of 
buildings by their most important features. The value of the Cours is 
enhanced by the drawings and notes added by M. de Lasteyrie: the 
illustrations are chosen with care and are always most apt, and the notes 
supply much information in a small compass. 

M. Quicherat's methods of thinking and writing may well serve as a 
model for every teacher of the science and history of architecture. He 
never takes anything for granted : general acceptation of a fact never 
prevents him from severely testing it from an independent standpoint, 
and casting it aside if it does not stand the test : he inculcates, at every 
line, the habits of observation and analysis, rather than a reliance upon 
books and authorities. 

A. L. Prothingham, Jr. 



KuLTUEHiSTOEiscHER BiLDERATLAS. I, Altertum. Bearbeitet 
von Prop. Dr. Theodor Schreibbb. Hundert Tafeln mit 
erklarendem Text. Leipzig, 1885, K A. Seeman. 

This publication runs parallel with the same firm's widely circulated 
Kumthistorische Bilderbogen. Art is introduced only as an active phase 
of culture and daily life, but is placed at the head. As we turn the 
leaves, the mind is carried from theatrical edifices and properties, in a 
natural sequence, through the belongings, instruments, tools, contrivances 
and products of the arts of music, dancing, sculpture, painting, architec- 
ture, to the apparatus of worship, public games, military and marine 
equipment, trade and travel, habitation, indoor life, outdoor amusements, 
marriage, the school and the scholar, funeral rites, etc. The illustrations 
are carefully picked from standard and original publications, and some- 
times they are from inedited photographs (there are ten such). The 
endeavor has been to illustrate antiquity by antiques only. But few 



